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C*a..7e-0322* Withhold 'by dirty tricks, in part and in toto HH 7/18/78 

In uy initial raview of the records that re«c';*l m 6/28/73, & ycviax to indicate 

which pages 1 wanted copied for other uses, ay attention was taken by two that refer to 

Dallas Motorcycle PoUoetox* $mm <!&&*$%, Chaney, 7rose Dallas files 89-42 those ere 

Serials^%l£e and, in reverse chronological order, 9?7G. 

My interest in Chaney dates to 1964. I1*© are incorporated in Whitewash, completed. 

2/\5/(>5*Gn reading these two Dallas records ay interest was further attracted by a 

gross and deliberate lie - that Cotmay had never seen interview u. Pouched, however, to 

sake a different interpretation possible. 

In this 1 also address possible active in the sudden burst of withholding of the 

names of Ska after sore than half th<r Dallas file was processed without excisions of 

3A nasesi, 

7ho name obliterated from 9614, 1*» certain, is Charles t. brown, Jr. Drown is one 

of the Bis who worked on the JFK Investigation. 

The lie is on p. 2 of 9614. It is thaf'Daliae indices and refex’caaoos from Dallas 

indices regarding the assassination fail to indicate that CHANEY was interviewed by 

Agents of this Bureau following the assassination." 

At the bottom of the first page Brown quotes Lt. Jack Rewill as saying "Chaney 

told ffiTILL that he had never been interviewed by anyone fcllo-lny the ssacnflia&tion 

to obtain his observations as a witness,!l ' law audition of "m obtain iii& oOwCiVatioiu* 

as a uitaes*,»rofearing to the assassination, is important. 1 doubt it is Chaney*s 

exact language because he WAS interviewed to oBlAlk Dio OBSDMAIIDDJ AD A Jl’mss A DOT 

to on ethirely diffeifcit observation (Caps from ribbon fault, not emphasis intealeu.) 

On 12/26/63 Chaney was* interviewed by SA daynond M. Lester, wheae report is page 

682 of one of the earliest consolidated reports, i think tht ve*y iixat, CD 4, Although 

Chaney wan one of,.the outriding DH) motorcycled escorts he is the ONLY one not 

used aa a Coasmisaicaa witness and about whom X could never find any FBI report, flow 

these were the closest of eyewitnesses. The others were called. In addition, as X state 

in Whitewash, in thi opinion cl Officer Studebeker Chaney had done some work that appeared 

to have signifl :ance. Stodebfck&r* s lead was never followed. 

From Lester* a report all ha aaned Chaney about is iiaving seen ack Ruby/the day 

after JFK was killed and the day before ■£Vuby killed Oswald. 

low the FBI was so exhaustive it conducted special hair examinations to prove that 

the hair (puti^o) on the blanket that was without any question Oswald’s blanket sas in 

fact Oswald’s hair. 3o I found two such oversights to be two two many and 1 was always 

interested in Chaney. 
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The first time I had a chriace to look Into the Chaney matter was when 1 was in 

Dallas in December 1971. The first sentence of that memo ia accurate and pertinent, 

"•••failure to call Chaney as a witness la cleared up by a tape of his initial 

comment on what be saw* a bullet hit JFK in the face. Be could be wrong," this continues, 

or could have misspoken himself. Z tried to locate the tapes. The station's news editor 

is de^(others have no knowledge, and the owner's secretary, Gordon McClendon, said he 

also had no knottedge of their present whereabouts or existence. But he had made a record 

in which part of the Chaney interview was included. Be sent it to me and this is what 

Chaney did say. It was unwanted testimony, as it would have been if he had corrected it 

in any way. 

fioth of t- e cited Dallas records were in headquarters. If the FBI is now telling the 

truth neither was released in the 13/77 and 1 (f>8 releases. I think the reason is obviouai 

all Washington reporters would have known that the self-serving explanations worked into 

them are not valid - that the Commission did not call Chaney. The FBI was in aharge 

prior to the appointment of the Commission and it was the Commission's major investi- 

gative am. 

^The next day, referring to this memo, Assistant Director Harold N. Barrett wrote 
Dallas 

SAC BSOSMM directing that Chaney be interviewed immediately. If this was done it is 

not included in these Dallas records. If it is in the IQ releases there is no possible 

way of locating it. 

FHHQ also ordered a review of other cases of police not being interviewed. He 

directed be given "promptly" to the General ^nvestigative Division, whose files the 

FBI steadfastly refuses to search - in any and all oases. Bo relevant record^ has 

been provided by Dallas and again there is no way of knowing if it exists in the almost 

100,000 pages of FHXHQ releasee. 

The Metier memo to SAC includes a quotation from former Dallas oolice chief Curry 

that is consistent with what Chaney said, that "two men were lnvolyjd in the shooting” 

of JIK. It included expressions of xtgaat sympathy for Special Agent/HGSTX and his 

present publicity..." The refers to the note from Lee Harvey Oswald he destroyed. An 

extensive FBI investigation was Conducted. All Dallas FBI employees provided statements. 

There is virtually no reflection of this in the files just provided. If they are in the 

HQ releases there is no way of finding them. 

It will not be possible to go into all withholaings or to prepare memos on them all. 

I have done it in this case in part because of ay immediate and continuing interest and 

because motive for withholding outside the exemptions of the Act can be perceived. xt 

was the FBI's job to interview Chaney as a Presidential escort immediately. It didn't. 

It interviewed him about a minor matter related to Ruby and more recently it misrep- 

resented that no interview report Is reflected in the Dallas indices. 


